REMARKS 

In the Office Action, claims 4, 5 and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (spec, pages 1-3) in view 
of Sasaki. 

Applicant would like to thank Examiner Pickard for the consideration given 
applicant's attorney at the interview of February 7, 2008. At the interview, agreement 
was reached to define the shape of the opposite sides of the gasket to distinguish over 
Sasaki. 

As discussed at the interview, the present invention is designed to overcome 
the problems associated with the prior art. One such problem is identified at page 2, 
lines 1 1-13 of the specification with reference to a "squeeze-out portion 102 of the 
gasket raises a problem of being brought into contact with a component in the inside, 
such as a disk." Then as discussed at page 3, lines 10-15, an object of the invention 
is defined as producing a high performance gasket that "exhibits a sealing property 
without producing a squeeze-out at the time of attachment." 

With reference to the configuration of the gasket, at page 4, lines 9-13, the 
problem of the prior art is overcome "even if a pressure is applied to the gasket fi-om 
the other member at the time of attachment, the squeeze-out is not produced, thereby 
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preventing the squeeze-out from raising a problem by being brought into contact with 
other components." 

By the present invention, "the main bead portion of the gasket to be in contact 
with the other member with certainty without squeezing out from the contact surface 
width of the other member, thereby exhibiting a sealing property" is described at page 
6, lines 14-17. 

Therefore, by the amendments, claims 4, 5 and 7 have been amended and new 
claim 8 added to include the structure of the gasket having a base portion and a main 
bead portion. The gasket forms two opposite side encompassing the base portion and 
the main bead portion. One side of the gasket which is located facing an exterior of 
the hard disk unit has an approximate constant slope from the base portion through 
the main bead portion. The other side of the gasket facing an interior of the hard disk 
unit has a slope shifting from an approximate constant slope at the base portion to a 
different approximate constant slope at the main bead portion. This orientation is 
shown in Figure 1 , for example. Therefore, when the gasket is compressed as shown 
in Figure 2, squeeze-out is avoided. 

In contrast, the relied upon reference to Sasaki in combination with the 
admitted prior art, fails to show the specific shape claimed and used so as to avoid 
squeeze-out of the gasket in a hard disk unit. 
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For at least the above reasons, and as discussed at the interview, subject to an 
updated search, the present application should now be in condition for allowance. 

Based on the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted 
that the claims in the present application, as they now stand, are in condition for 
allowance. A Notice of Allowance is in order, and such favorable action and 
reconsideration are respectfully requested. 

However, if after reviewing the above amendments and remarks, the Examiner 
has any questions or comments, he is cordially invited to contact the undersigned 
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attorneys. 



Respectfully submitted. 



JACOBSON HOLMAN PLLC 



By: 
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